
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ~ ~ "  
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THE HONORABLE EDWARD L. DAWSON 

Visiting Iudge 

SUE HALL, ~ e ~  
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March 31, 2000 

~ E ~ R Y  

Atl6nson Tra~ng Company do~g busine~ as Cameron Trading Po~ (ATC) has brought this 
action as an intervener and requested the Court determine the type of fights ~ h ~  to the water of 
the Lia~ C~orado. The Navajo Nation has moved to ~smiss the P~itiom The precise question 
w~ch ATC wo~d like the Court ~ deride is whether ATC has a S~te water fight or is o~y a 

~censee of the Tribe. 

~ ord~ ~ appredate the ~ece of the puzzle w~ch this ~sue ~ p ~ m s ,  one mu~ under~and the 
wide tapestry of the seRlement negotiations, claims, and the con~ov~sy surround~g the Liale 
Co~rado Riv~ litigation. This ma~er w ~  ofiginfl~ ~aced on hdd wHle effo~s were made ~ 
~solve widdy ~ v e ~ e ~  claims by numerous and varied parties. Those effo~s ~e c o n t i n u ~  
~ is no doubt important ~ ATC that the~ water fights be determ~ed ~ be of a maaer of fight 
and not ~ a mere hcensee of the Nav~o Natiom D e s ~  cogent ~gumen~ that time is o f ~ e  
~ n c e  and that this dedfion world be of immense worth ~ the ~timate hoped for settlement of 
~ese claims, ~e  Court finds ~ K ~ not necessary th~ this determination be made ~ this time 
nor ~e ~ e  exige~ drcumstanc~ wHch wo~d ~qu~e such piecemefl resolution of ~dividual 
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~ .  ~ C  has ~ ~ ~ ~ k  ~ ~ ~ ~  or noL ~ ~ e ~ d  ~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ d d  ~ ~ the p ~ m  ~ s  p ~ o n  o f ~  p ~ e s  ~ ~e l~ofing ~ e ~ y  ~ 
~ ~ ~ issues ~ ~ s  l ~ g ~ .  ~ C o ~  is ~ t  ~ i ~  th~ ~ ~ c ~  
of t~s  i s l e  ~ d  ~ r  e ~ a n ~  or i ~ e d e  ~ther p ~ ' s  ~ ~ the ~ ~ s  or 
~ffieme~. ~ e  C o ~  is c o ~  ~ ~  th~ ~ is ~ t  ~ s ~  ~ e ~ n  ~ s  m~er  ~ ~ s  

t~e .  

THE COURT FINDS that the ~ t  ~ r  decimation ~ water rights is not ripe ~ r  d e t e r m ~  

by this Court. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS th~ Dedar~ory Judgmem ~ not appropfi~e and GRANTS the 
Motion to Dismiss without preju~ce to reassea ~ a liner time. 

The ordinal ~ ~e  for~o~g ~ ~ $  ~e  
S~edor Cou~ ~ k  of Apache C o ~ .  

On K s  31 ~ ~ y  ~ M~ch, 2 ~  a c o ~  ~ ~e 
~rego~g ~ m~ed  to ~ose ~ i e s  who ~pear on 
~e C o u a - ~ o v ~  m a ~ g  ~ t  ~ r  ~v~  No. 6417 
~ t ~  November 16, 1999. 

Carolyn N~'orrow, D ~ u ~  
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